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REVISION OF THE ELEMENTARY CURRICULUM FOR MORE BALANCE, 
FLEXIBILITY, AND ARTICULATION WILL HELF IT MEET THE IMFACT OF 
SCIENTIFIC, TECHNOLOGICAL, SOCIAL, AND ECONOMIC CHANGES, 
ACCORDING TO THE AUTHOR. EVERY SCHOOL SHOULD FROVIDE THE 
FOLLOWING SERVICES — A GUIDANCE FROGRAM, HEALTH SERVICES, 
SFECIAL EDUCATION, PSYCHOLOGICAL AND FSYCHIATRIC SERVICES, 

AND AN INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS CENTER. IT WAS EMFHASIZED THAT 
EACH STUDENT SHOULD DEVELOP SKILLS IN ORAL COMMUNICATION, 
COMPOSITION, DECISION MAKING, FROBLEM SOLVING, CREATIVE 
THINKING, CONFUTATION, AUTO INSTRUCTION, AND INDEPENDENT 
STUDY. TO AID IN IMPLEMENTATION OF SERVICES, EXPLANATIONS OF 
THE FOLLOWING ARE OFFERED— LANGUAGE ARTS, SCIENCE, SOCIAL 
STUDIES, FINE ARTS, MATHEMATICS, HEALTH, AND PHYSICAL 
EDUCATION. THE ARTICLE CONCLUDES WITH A DESCRIPTION OF AN 
OPTIMUM EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM WHICH WOULD INCLUDE PROVISIONS 
FOR THE BASIC INSTRUCTIONAL FROGRAM, EDUCATIONAL SERVICES, 
ADEQUATE SCHOOL BUILDINGS, QUALIFIED INSTRUCTIONAL STAFF, AND 
ADMINISTRATIVE LEADERSHIP. (JS) 
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FORWARD 



The impact of scientific, technological, social and -economic change 
on the American way of life necessitate a re-examination ot the educational 
system. These changes modify established needs and create new needs to be met 
by the public school system, instructional programs and supporting services must 

be developed to meet these needs* 

The primary purposes of school district organization are to make 
possible: (1) the desired quality or excellence of the programe and services; 

(2;. the efficiency of the organization for providing the programs and services; 
and, (3) the economy of operation, or the returns received tor the tax dollar 
invested in education. 

Elementary education is one ot many very important segments of the 
total educational operation. Dr. Rosalie Farley, The University of Nebraska, 
was invited to make an assessment of elemantary education m relation to school 
district organization. This paper represents her analysis of the problem, 
following consultation with representative educational leaders m each of the 

four states. 

value of this paper rests upon it’s utiiization by those with 
advisory and/or decision making responsibilities about the educational structure 
in each state. It represents a beginning point ior further study and evaluation, 
and for establishing criteria upon which guidelines can be developed for 
effective and constructive school district organization. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Ralph D. Purdy, Director 
Great Plains School District 
Organization Project 



October 23, 1967 



REVIEWERS AND ADVISERS 



The opportunity was provided for the review of the position paper 
in Elementary Education by representatives from each of the four states. This 
meeting was held on Saturday, September 16, 1967, in Lincoln, Nebraska* Comments 
and suggestions were given to Dr. Farley, after which the paper was revised to 
its present form. 

Those serving as reviewers and advisers included the following: 

Xova: Dr. Oliver Hinley, State Department of Education 

Dr. James Wise, Des Moines Public Schools 
Ellis Hanson, State Director for Iowa 

Missouri: Dr. James Cragmile, University of Missouri 

“ Ray Roberts, State Department of Education 

Neal Neff, Elementary School Principal, Tarkio, Missouri 
Art Summers, State Director for Missouri 



South Dakota:' Dr. Cecil Kipling, University of South Dakota 

Mary Greenwood, President, South Dakota Elementary Principals Ass 
Earl Boxa, State Director for South Dakota 

Nebraska: Anne Christensen, former member of the Executive Cocaittee DESP* 

Dr. James May, Past President, DESP 
Dr. Max Poole, University of Nebraska 
Dr. Ward Sims, University of Nebraska. 

Dr. Russell McCreight (deceased) , University of Nebraska 

Dr. Frank Gorman, University of Omaha 

Loren Brakenhoff , State Department of Education 

Lyle Bargman, Elementary School Principal, Lincoln, Nebraska 

Dr. William Schroeder, State Co-Director for Nebraska 

Roger Farrar, State Co-Director for Nebraska 

Roger Hanson, State Co-Director for Nebraska 
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A MODERN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PROGRAM 



by 

Rosalie W- Farley 
and 

Reviewed by 0. W. Kopp 



The major responsibility of the elementary school is met through the curriculum 
which is made available to each child The curriculum must provide opportunities for 
boys and girls to grow and develop toward maturity Crosby states: 

We need Intellectual fulfillment for each child - 
We need a value system based . . - upon a recognition of the 
worthiness of all individuals. 

We need cooperative effort, with each contributing to the 
common good in light of his capabilities - 

Today, what we do for a child in the elementary school will influence his entire life 
The educational program of the elementary school also provides the foundation tor more 
advanced and specialized learning in the secondary school and post-high school programs 



Part A - The Curriculum 

In designing a curriculum for the 1960 l s and the lQ/C^s, planners must consider 
the changes which are occurring in society- A curriculum which was appropriate for 
the 1930’s, 1940's and 1950's needs to be studied and revised in accordance with the 
see io-teehnological developments which have occurred during the past ten years. Cay 
states: 



The curriculum builder must be aware of the powerful contemporary 
forces now affecting the schools. Among these are influences as 
diverse as space travel, federal and state legislation, ^increased 
birth rate, desegregation, and international relations. 

The curriculum must be balanced , flexible , and articulated, . A balanced cut riculum 
offers a child an interrelated program. It develops the concepts which are interwoven 
without neglecting specific understandings. The social, economic, and political 
influences upon the lives of individuals must be understood, it positive human relation 
ships are to be developed. During the past twenty years, national concerns have 
stressed the need for better understandings of scientific knowledges and technological 
changes- In the past few years, Congress has broadened the federal programs m educa- 
tion to Include areas beyond the scientific technologies- A flexible curricu lum 
provides for adjusting the learning experiences of a -hild in relationship to his 
needs, abilities, and talents. It provides experiences tor the gifted or talented 
child, the child with handicaps, and the child who needs to explore situations upon 
an individual basis. The articulate curriculum is "the unification and coordination 
of learning experiences." 3 It provides for the continuity of learning experiences 



^Muriel Crosby, Curriculum Development for Elementary School s in a Changing So-'-ier^ , 

(D. C. Heath and Company, Boston, 1964), page 8. 

^Donald F. Cay, Curriculum ; Design for Learning , (The Bobbs-Mernll Company, me., 

New York, 1966), page 16. 

3 Ibid. , page 1 25 . 




